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999 E Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20463 

Dear Mr. Jordan: 

^ Reference MUR 6548 
Is 

^ First, let me introduce myself I am the campaign supporter who organized and carried out a 
^ raffle to raise money for Eric Klingemann. This letter is solely fi:om me and has not be 
^ reviewed nor approved, by Eric Klingemann. It's content are my statements and do reflect in 
^ anyway on Mr Klingemann. 
Nl 
HI First, it is blatantly obvious that Mr. Shine is a strong supporter of John Carter. Mr. Shine has 

openly given the maximum donations to Carter over multiple years. It is also obvious that there 
are other malicious supporters of Carter by the fact that a numbef of Klingemann campaign 
signs were damaged or stolen. 

More specifically Mr Shine claims are more fairy tale than truth with intentional distortions and 
with the malicious intent to derail any competition of his longstanding fi-iend John Carter. 

FACTS. 

The only involvement of GIJNS+ was to buy the products for the raffle and then to do the 
required paperwork for transfer of title. There was NO corporate support pr involvement of any 
kind by any company. More distortions and untruths from Mr. Shine. 

NO paid communications or advertisements of any sort occurred at any time during the raffle. 
Any conimunications regarding the raffle were either one on one personal contact by supporters 
and or email to people who have expressed interest in the campaign in some way: More 
distortions and untruths from Mr Shine. 

Mr Shine, in his complaint, intentionally withheld pertinent information. Shine had all three 
pages of the raffle information that were attachments of an email used in providing raffle 
information to participants. Shine intentionally withheld the page of raffle tickets. For each 
individual purchasing a raffle ticket they provided name, address, phone number and email for 
every ticket sold. 

The $100.00 raffle ticket in reality only $50 went to the campaign. The other $50.00 bought the 



prizes. 

LEGAL ANALYSIS. 

Mr. Shine's legal analysis is full of further distortions and untruths. 

Mr. Klingemaim's campaign information and v̂ eibsite were on the flier. 

The logos only duplicated the written information and were so poorly reproduced they could 
not be inferred to violate any business representations.. They only represented actû  prizes 
being offered. 

^ AGAIN, no funds were expended for any of these communications. 
Nl 
^ GUNS+ was selling guns and conducting business as usual. They had no other involvement. 
^ The Klingemann Campaign was providing customers via the raffle. 

Q SUMMARY. 
Nl 
r i 

Mr. Shine's bogus complaint is really nothing but harassment and has no basis oi* substance. 

Mr. Shine is the one who should be investigated for frilse and misleading accusations and 
should be punished to the fullest extent ofthe law for perjury and withholding evidence.. 

The fact that he knowingly withheld the ticket infonnation makes it clear his lack of integrity. 
And his statement he submitted as being "correct and accurate" information is obviously false. 
Again, his filing with the FEC was solely to bring harm to Mr. Klingemann. 

Very Respectfully 

William Kelberlau 
Raffle and Signs Coordinator 
CAPTAIN USN Ret. 


